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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jaquette et al. (US Patent No. 6, 856, 479 B2) in view of Anderson (US Patent No. 6, 768, 604 
B2. 

Regarding Claim 1, Jaquette et al. teach a method for writing data in a tape drive, the 
method comprising: 

Allocating a blank area for transpose writing on a magnetic tape (It is inherent 
that if the medium is writing data, the method found or allocated an area for 
writing data.); 

Writing a first plurality of data sets on the magnetic tape adjacent to the allocated 
blank area, wherein the tape drive maintains full operating speed during intervals 
between writing successive data sets, resulting in spaces between the data sets 
(Col. 5, L. 35-48, wherein Jaquette et al. teaches writing data with DSS and "only 
occasionally, typically when the buffer is empty, is the tape stopped", hence the 
tape operates at full operating speed during intervals between data sets, DSS.); 
A single repositioning of the tape and writing a transposed data block to the 
allocated blank area, wherein the transposed data block contains the same content 
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as the first plurality of data sets (Col. 7, L. 20-30 and Col. 2, L. 2-9, wherein 

Jaquette et al. indicated "backhitching" from writing in order to rewrite the data. 

Also, note in Fig. 3 that the media rewrite the contents, which are found in 

Elements 50, 51 and 52.). 
However, Jaquette et al. does not explicitly teach wherein identifying a data timeout. This 
limitation is taught by Anderson, wherein in Fig. 2, wherein if an off-track is detected, the 
medium stops writing (hence a data timeout from writing). It then detects if the error is an off- 
track error. And if it is an off-track error it proceeds to reposition and re-retries to record the 
information. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to modify Jaquette et al.'s invention with the teaching of Anderson in order 
to control off-track error when recording onto a tape. 

Apparatus claims 5 and 9 are drawn to the apparatus corresponding to the method of 
using same as claimed in claim 1. Therefore apparatus claims 5 and 9 correspond to method 
claim 1, and are rejected for the same reasons of obviousness as used above. 

Regarding Claims 3, 7 and 11, the combination of Jaquette et al. and Anderson teach all 
the limitations of Claim 1 and 5, respectively. The combination further teach wherein the data 
written on both the first plurality of data sets and the transposed data block is stored on a buffer 
(See Abstract of Jaquette et al.). 

3. Claims 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Jaquette et al. and Anderson as applied to claims 1, 5 and 9 above, and 
fiirther in view of Contreras et al. (US Patent No. 5, 995, 306). 
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Regarding Claim 2, 6 and 10, the combination of Jaquette et al and Anderson teach all 
the limitations of Claims 1 and 5, respectively. However, the combination does not explicitly 
teach wherein allocating a second blank area for writing data sets. Contreras et al further 
teaches this limitation in Col. 4, L. 3-8. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify the combination's invention vydth the 
teaching of Contreras et al. in order to be able to re-record defective data as taught in the 
Summary of Contreras et al. 

Regarding Claim 4, 8 and 12, the combination of Jaquette et al. and Anderson teach all 
the limitations of Claims 3, 7 and 11, respectively. However, the combination does not explicitly 
teach wherein the size of the blank area allocated for transpose writing is determined by the size 
of the data buffer and a specified diata transfer rate. This is taught by Contreras et al. in Col. 38, 
L. 61-67. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the combination's invention with the teaching of Contreras et al. 
in order to be able to re-record defective data as taught in the Summary of Contreras et al. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Examiner acknowledges that Applicant has amended Claims 9-12 in order to overcome 
the previous USC 101 rejection. Hence, this rejection has been withdrawn due to the amendment 
submitted by the Applicant in the reply submitted on 12/08/06. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Glenda P. Rodriguez whose telephone number is (571) 272-7561. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday: 7:00-5:00; alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrea L. Wellington can be reached on (571) 272-4483. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




